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proceedings as part of the hire-purchase price (subsection (7)).
Together with sections 13 and" 14 it provides a special code
for actions for recovery of possession of goods let under
hire-purchase agreements to which the Act relates, in respect
of which one-third of the hire-purchase price has been paid
or tendered. The section, so far as relates to actions com-
menced on and after ist January, 1939 (section 20 (i) (c) )
applies to hire-purchase agreements whether made before or
after the commencement of the Act.
Subsection (1). This subsection overrides the County
Court Rules as to venue and gives, subject to section 18,
exclusive jurisdiction to the County Court for these actions.
Subsection (2) . New County Court Rules have been issued.
They contain no exceptions. See post, p. 312.
Subsection (3). This provides a much-needed safeguard
in view of the time which may elapse before the action is tried.
It extends the powers already possessed by the County Court
under 0. 13, it. 10 and n.
Subsection (4) (b). This merely embodies in the Act a
practice which has been very general in many Courts and
was originally introduced at the instance of the much abused
hire-purchase trader. It is to be noted that this power must
be exercised as regards " all the goods " or not at all. But
" all the goods " may mean " all the goods which the owner
has not recovered " (subsection (9) ). Once a postponement
order under subsection (4) (b) has been made^pwever, the
Court can by subsequent order under section f '^4) (c) order
cific " delivery of a part of the goi cu i^mvner
the specific delivery of a part
and the transfer of the balance to the "hirer.   The
granted   to   the  Court  by  this  subsection  is  limited \'y
subsection (6).	jjf
Subsection (4) (c). This is entirely new law and practice.
It is to be observed that the Court has no power to order the
delivery of all the goods to the hirer uncer this subsection,
but under the ordinary jurisdiction of the Court it could
dismiss the action if the whole off tie hire-purchase price
had been paid, which would have the same effect. By
subsection (6), however, so long as part of the hire-purchase
price is unpaid the Court's power is limited, so that the owner
shall not be deprived of proper remuneration in respect of
goods not paid for. There is no difficulty in working out the
proportion under subsection (6) but there may be very
considerable difficulty in apportioning the hire-purchase
price between a number of articles, unless it is expressly

